4

NEW YORK HERALD, MONDAY, MAY 30, 1870.—TRIPLE

. .

SHERT. pratl

without faith, When the young man said to Christ,
“food muster,” the Savionr replied, “Why do you
call me goud? there I8 none good bat one, m&u
15 God;" by which he inttmaied that gooduess in
perfection i# ouly to be lound in God, There Is &
morality which some men hoas! of Apart
Clhiristtan moraltty. Tinsel may shine mora brightly
thun pure g There are ANy persons
who are goldeo ab the heurt, yet ln ibelr exierior
they are periaps nATTOW-min aud upattractive.
There are others, who give to the poor, who ure ap-
mtu mo,‘:f"{ lnr vi:m who 2l no oceasion p;u‘
0 be ciua! to others and kludness, yo
in tm‘i’?nnm “::f m%m wedde ',:o
vice. The moral virtue fiows retigion a8
from a founlain or rays the sun.
good man 15 a godly man, an honest man., He will
nol chest you, he will not wmamvmmun:.
ant y , 48 & minls

a merch
ter he will not shrink from mnlguum trugh
r

Z

>

be
Kome good men in
care of His people.
e man tolerates other socts, but he never
participates In their errors, He always nhas a kind
;nm for those 1n dis!ress: Mimwhc?hogg bﬂ"n:;l&
needy; he ralses the wretched.
e o does he take @ re-
He Imeurs no ob-
ful-
filling,
them will involve the Innocent.
all the moral virtues, How ean & man who helieves
in a God aud acruclded Saviour ilve in the dally
commission of known sios?  The presenc: of & good
waAn oiten restrains a whole company 1rom eXcesses,
A man may be aminhle, affectionate and generous,
ze: B combingtion of such qualities will not consti
ute goodness.
GUODNESS THE PRODUCT OF GRACE.
Goodness is not the product of nature but of grace,
It 13 an exotie.  Onrist saud, “Unless a man be born
aguin he cannot enter the Kingdom of God.'  When
thie Bible apenks of & gool man It means o converted
man, oue who hos been bronght from darkness into
lght, In the begimng Ged stretehied forth his
haod and turned darkness (oto light, chuos intn
order. Inthe game way the divine lnduence ope-
rales oh the soul of & good man.

CENTENARY NETHODSY EPBECOPAL CHURTH,

Discourie en the Chinese Missions by Heov.
8. L. Baldwin.

Unton Hall, Jerzey Clty, was fiiled yesterday by a
respectalle assemblage of Methodists, who came
chiefy to hear the discourse of Rev. Mr. Baldwin,
This elergyman has just returned to his native laud
aiter o sojourn of many years In Uhina, where he
lubored for the conversion of that people, After 1he
chanting of the usasl hymns he proceeded to nddress
the cougregation, taking his text from the prophecy
of Isaluh—*Belold, these shall come from Tar;
and lo! these from the North and from the West, and
these from the land of Sinfm." The speaker se-
lected the t2Xt not beeanse he waa about lo preach
a sormon, but hecanse it 18 supposed that wnen the
prophet spoke of the distant conntry, and described
fis npatives advaacing to the fold of Christ,
he referred ®0 the land  of China, This
vasl empire 8 nbout to beécome B great
field for misslopary labor, and can lay speclal
claum to the attention of Christinn Americans, It
i3 siml!arly situated with regpect to the ocean, and
is boundless In extent, like our own. Its peaple,
however, numbering 400,000,000 of souls are beyond
the pale of Christienity, and henee [t has aiways
“been the spectal object of the Cheristian Chureh to
bring to them the tidings of the gospel. Notjong
Aro prayers were offered in our counctls 1that Ching,
then Lolated and comparalively voknown, might
ere long be

OPENED TO THE WORD OF GOD.

Agreenbly to our destces, the United States goy-
ernment hik obtulied the solemn sssirance ol (he
Fumperor thalt In every 1!umwr of bls dominions
the teas bers of religion shalt have freedom to preach
aud hold their meetngs. The representatives of
European soversiens took no part in ecing the Ewm.
peror o moke tose coneesslons, In 1847 our church
gent out its frst misstonary band to Chlum  They
encountered numerons disappointmenta, and the
pecatiar dideet of the peopie of Fouclial, on who-e
shored tiey bad landed, was no snull obstacle to
their progress. Time, however, made them con-
versant wlh some four thonsan! Chiness charne-
ters, every word hetng & monosyviiable. Many words
and phira=es consequently have dderent meshings,

and  the tone In C which they are s=poken
becomes the sole eriierion of thelr meaning.
On  one  otgasion  where the  preacher was

disconrslng to w number of Chilugmen, he stopped at
intervals, saying—*Dlo you nnderstand me ' Next
day e was luformed by 4 brother that in conse-
quence of the wrong piteh of bls voiee in putting the
question ha was really saying

“Oo YOU EXOW HOW TO LOVR®"

Doving the delivery of their sermons the inhabi-
tants would come In—=ome with axes, saw<or him-
mers Gld o (hore aems, others wita clubs, maliets
and  Implemen's,  smblematle  of  thelr  re-
spective proic slons, anil would saunt.r
carelesaly  round  tae  choreh,  cntlesimg  the
gesticula fons ol the speaker. makng  remarks

on the shpe of his coat, and womder ng ot the man-
ners of the foreigner. \\"h-.timl‘ e preacher was
itinerant or uvoi, the aundlence was sure to be 20,
At Jumes they interrupted the speaker, askiug i all
the people In America were ke him, whother the
land and the trees weré the same as In China,
or whether the 85y and the same =tars
passcd over thelr heads. They were very anxious
0 learn olso if the Americans had a sun and moon,
and were astonnded to hear that they were the sawe
Lizhts that appearcd in their own country. By de-
grees evangelism went op, prejuaices were brok
down, missionaries were respected, and many na-
uves ceased (o worship Mdols. ‘The mansger had
often reqaested tiem to abandon their missions, but
they persevered, and alter ten years had the pleas-
nure ol secing

ONE MAN CONVERTED.
A child wos then baptized, tWo young men were
admitied to the church god became ministers, The
latter bad the happiness of secing thelr aged father
die confessing the power of Jesus. At the end of
thirteen yeors thore were a few Christlans attached
to the church, and seventegn  confirmed oplum
smokers were on the path to retormation. One
‘im-'llie\‘ wus lnduced to give up the wicked prace
o

completely, aml le now feels  happy.
There  was blacksmith  there who  Kept
hig  Bible perpetnally ot hand, aml  had

one eye on the Seriptures while the otlier eyve wias on
s work.,  Another remarkable conversion was that
of asorcerer and smoker, who is now an ordained

mlister, dud paned “The Poter,” onacconnt of the
resembiance between his eharacter and that of Salnt
Pater, e minigters were inviied to preach at

Aoy, where at the present day you wonld be jomned
by natives in singing pralss to Jests.  Seven men
who had bowed to ldots ten years previonsly wepe

ordatned receutly by Bishop kingaley.  During that
Aulvuin ceremony the hymn
Ok, how bappy are they
- Whoa the .“ul'!:)lll' ubey
Wia st by tiose preseat, and wille the postulanis
testified Lo the power of RBesds the good bi=hop wiss
fliled witls the splrit of God.  Five hundeed miles in
the int Py 00 e Yang-tse-Kling, another mis-
sion hus beon estabiished, ol there 18 clinri

ol

s8lx members theve.  Thivty persons ollered
the speaker a cnapel If e wenld go and Lok
to them about Jesns,  In owightof the imperal
residence at Pekin 18 another missiopary chiueeh,
where & brotbher dwelts who has bapti=ed 112 per-
#uns. The Pekin dialect (s #pok ail over the
northern provinces gnd I8 of much nse to the mia-
Blonary. ‘Thers areé 200 Christans ln Peking but not
of ine Methodlsi denowination.

At the close of the Interesting diseourse prayer
was reclied by the pastor, Rev. J. B, Faulks, for the
Euccess of the missions In Ching and the wellace of
those who have embraced the (Gitn.

WASHINGTON CHURCHES.

METZ ROY EALL UNVERSALIST CHURLCHL.

The Doctrine of Punisk Sermon by Rev.
H. H. Walworth.
WasnINGTON, May 20, 1870,

At the Metzerot Hall Universallst Chureh, Rov, H.
R, Waiworth, of Baltimore, preached on tha doctrine
of punishment, taking for lis wexe Hebrewa xil., 0, 10
The reverend speaker commenced by suylog that it
i only on the supposition that we have dutles Lo per-
form that there can be any gronwd for vonlalment.
Our dutfes are many and of =trong obligation, and if
%I:aﬁiqpu-.hmuunh ineviranly follows, Muny or
8 ure avolded, pecording to the greatuess

of our oilenve, - o

THE NECRSSITY OF PUNISHMENT

mﬂ out of the imperfect nature ol wankid, and
use God designs to rerre--l that natiure 1% 15 0
m’lﬂ the traliing which God uses, Pumshment is
savoie slle of truining; reward is the pleasant
gl@e of it. Tralulng 18 necessary to bring oul the
best results in ail nataral things, as the plant or the
tree; and 8o Wilbh man. The Gieek word used to
convey the tdea of the pruning of trees in the
classics 18 the same as that nseil 1 the New Tosra.
mient from the word punizhment. Thus all punten-
ment 18 for 4 good purpose, Lo matter how severe:
1t 18 meant !nrgw£ and in God's hand must resgit
in In ol‘:gn falls witn man, but cannot with

g MAN'S UBE OF PUNIBHMENT,

the speaker sald that the infiction of puni-hment
without a good object was mere bacbarism, and its
Infiiction with an evil object Was revenge; but pun.
tshment Iquilzs good to be accomplishied for the
person punished. This view wus not ouly sup-
ported by many passages of Seripture, but the rey.
erend speaker ulso quoted the words of Piato to show
that even lLeatien writers held the same view.

the good contemplated by the punishment
wad achieved then the punishment 1self would end.
The speaker could find no um]pgy between the se-
verest human punishment and the docirine of end-
1e8s woe. He tien dwelt upon the cerininty of pun-
un%m every sin, und forcibly closed with words
of I In view of the time when ali punish-
nen ﬂo&ﬁl cease, becnnse all sin ghould e ended
and the ubivotse be abie to say, “Thanks te Ged,

e —————

Who givelth in igtory, through our Lord Jesns
mn‘t‘t” the victory ugh

CENTRAL PRESBYIERIN CHURCH.
Sermon by Rev. A. W. Plizer.
WASHINGTON, May 39, 1870,

At the Central Presbytermn church, in the Colum-
blan Law Botiding. the dlscourse to-day was delly-
ered by Rev, A, W. Pliger, whose text was taken
from Romans viL, 34—"0, wretehed man that I am;
who shall deliver me trom the body of, this death”
The latter portion of this chapter, sald the preacher,
is expressive of the experience of SBaul of Tarsus
afier his conversion. I any man s competent to
glve correct informatlon npon the subject of religion
that man 18 the Apostle Paul, the suthor of this
Epistie to the Romans. He was 8 Jew of pure blood,

a4 Pharieee, a rigld observer of the civil
ceremonlal mornl law; but when he saw Jesus and
mnmr:’l. mvmg:lunuﬂmv.m all his legal-
vain, Henceforth he - i
TRUSTS ONLY IN THE BLOOD OF JESUS CHRIAT,
which ¢'eanseth #in. In the text he
Sitiving aher holtc (Tt and purhy of 1o
(0] ear
0, wre i l‘mﬁl 53! text we

vea

all

of
tehed man that ] am
firat, that the Christian 18 not a siniess belng.
No such thing as sinless perfection exists, No saint
whose lire Is recorded in the Bible ever clalmed it. The
angel smd —"Oull His akuna*mnu He shall
save His poople from thelr sins.” ‘Cne Christian is
one who expects to b seved from all his gins by the
Lord Jesns,  Noah, Abraham, Moses, David, Peter,
&1l staned and are sinners saved by grace. Every

believer has soie sin lu heart or life to bewail.

SINLESS ‘PERVECTION

I8 the standard, the , the end. Second, the
Clristian, thongh not sinless, 14 ever etriving against
80, He hates sin, shuns gn, In his soul there are
two forces—ihe power of good and the power ol
evil—-sin and hollness, the rew nature and the old
man. ‘The mightiesi contests of earth fade nlo
1slgnificance  when  compared with these soul
batties hid from mortal gnze. The issues of the one
end in tune; the lssues of the other endurs through
etornity, Third—In th's conflict the Ohristian N
with the burden of his fndwelllng aln.  Eastern
fyrants bound living prisoners to dead bodies, and
compelled the living Lo bear the corpse until death
ended the agony. The apostle compares this un-
dwelling aln 1o the dead body, and groans to be de-

livered, The true ehild of God prays and pants

PR DELIVERANCHE FitOM_IMPURITY,
imperiection and detdlement. e wishes to be
pure and holy like the blessd Saviour. Fourth—The
Christian will be deliverad at lust, Itnank God,
through Jesns Chrisk.  The omuipotence of Je:us
Christ 13 pledged to each believer that e shall gome
olf conqueror, and more than congneror, His grace
shall be suiflolent. The thorn 1n the fesh, the
messenger of Satan, may buifet, Satan himsell may
&ML the bpellever as wheas, but Jesus prays for his
tempted, burdened, grosning people, and tiey are
deliversd. Ohrist i more poweriol than Satan, and
grace |8 stronger than 8in, The hand readied out
1o suve aud to deliver 18 a cracificd human haod,
but within it ls atl the power of owmnipolence.

F.R3T UNITARIAN CRURCI.

Sermon by Rev. Calvin Rensoner.
WaAsHEINGTON, May 29, 1870,

The puipit of the First Unttarian chareh, corner of
D and Bixth streels, was filed to-day by the Rev.
Cuivin Reasoner, late of Ohio, who preached from
the text, “I ascend unto my Father and your Father,
and my God and your God.” The preacher sald the
highest testtmontes that we bave go to show that
God Is a personal, or rather a spiritual being., IHia
nature comprehends In complelest fulness the es.
sential attributes of the spirvit, wisdom, goodness,

power. The prephet and Psalmist knew nothing
about natare #s nnder a system of inviolate lnw, To
them nature’s processes were all the resulis of arbi-
trary, dsconnectad volltlon. We now know thai the
whoe of nature and the whole of human life are
nnder nw; thal al the afairs of me boave thelr an-
tecedents und consequents; that all are somehow

UNDER THE GUIDANCE OF ALL-FERVADING LAW.

Gravitation 15 the direct or tndirect resull of will,
The regularity and comstancy of law teach us the
rezalariey and coastancy of the divine will. The
sclentille conceplon of Jaw and order 18 notde-
strictive o the higher eonceprion of & heavenly
father, for they are complunentary and answer
€ (naily imperative demands of the human mind; bug
sclenee must net have for her praceal wethods full
EwWay over the human mind ln all its outgolog. 1n
other words, seinee must not forget her own ntul-
five groundwork, whereby she is related to religion,
oflierwise the sptritual witich the rellxious faca.ly
abtasts o nature would be tken #nlely away, We
wonld ngve law und suocession,

BUT NO GOD.

Thoughit mnset not only be destructive, but con-
gtraciive, reachlog flanlly the laflnite subject, the
divine counsclousne-e everywhers pressut, to which
no life or beauty 15 logt. This lormiess presence is
the basts and chavacteristio of all religion, of whatso-
ever form.  We may not Know [t perfectly, bat we
nuty take all thmes and spaces and things o8 types
of the Krernal One,  The highest type 18 in the soul of
muen, and e highest fegumonies of the soul are
‘o, Wisdom and justice, and God, as known to us

ough these Nlghest  cesthnontes,  becomes &
persunal being, w Iather, the fandnifiental thought
ul Clirist

THE GREAT MODEREN SCHISI

A Mi.rmon Eldar in Justification of Polygamy—
Rav. Dr. Newman's Discourse Reviewed in
Utah—Powerful Argument by Elder Orson
Pratt—The Bible es a Basis of Both
Eides of the Controversy—Amnecient
and Modern Bocial Lawa Com-
parsd—Faots from the Cen.
sus—What Will Con-
gress Do?

Tne gubjoined aule review of a diseourse preactied
racontly at Washiogton, D. C., by Hey. Dr. Newman,
aud which appeared on the succceding day in the
columns of the Huranp, will, douttless, command
profound atbontion, emanting, as i does, from one of
the most earnest and guthoritative thinkers and
leaders of the Mermon Church o Utah, The (ls-
conpse of Dr. Newman atiracted great notics from
tive faet that he (8 pustor of (he congregation of
which President Grant (8 o momber and (Mstee, and
the views enunclated by the reveread gentloman
were by many accepled a8 a reflection of the opiu-
lons entertatned Ly the exceatlve head of the gov-
ermnent on this lmportant gquestion. 1t wili also be
remembiered that the Prestdens, with several mem-
bers of Fhe Cabibnet, wore prosent at the choech on
the ocenslon of the delivery of the discourse, aud
this fact was niso pccepred as one of de:p sige
nificance.

Whether Elder Pratt’s reply may be conslderaa as
a compicie defence of polygamry, or all tiat may be
sall in jusillcarion uf the system, 18 a guestlon
which esnnot, perhaps, be detecrmioed without doe
and caraiyl reflecidon,  The followlng s Lls reply én
pLle S —

SALT LAKE City, Ulah, May 4, 1870,
J_altils* Gonoox BESserr, Esq, Eblvor NEW YORE
ERALD:—

As 0 il is now before Congress in which it 18 pro-
po=ed to abultsy the divine Institution of polygamy
s I:l'nlgllr in tie Bible, and as some wiiters anig cele-
bitited divines are uslng all thedr powers of eloquence
tourge o this uncopstiiutionsl mepsure, I, there-
Tore, us an humble bellever I God’s word, wizliw
call your atiention 1o some of the Scriptural evi-
dences ln favor of plaral marringe, and to Lrledy
reply to the inoest importaint objeetions nrged igatiat
It In the HRRALD of the 25th alt, 1 0nd an elaborave

DISODURSE DY REV. DR, NEWMAN

on the subject of polygamy, deliversd In Washing-
ton, 1% C., on the 24th of April, »at (he Metropolitan
Mehodist chureh, of which Preshient Grant 15 o
frastee amd member, The congregation was large
nnd nighly Lisnlonable, Aumqig thos: present wera
tle President and Mes, Grant, Viee Presideat Coliax,
Chitef Justice Chase, Speaker Blaine and noamerous
other high ofMemnls.” The reverend gentleman chose
for his text the following words:—
Have ye not resd, thal He which made them at the begin-
ning mads them male sod Female! —Mutthow, xix., 4

The learned doctor inforins nis ustrions congre-
atlon that his text “contalns the intention of the
Jivione Creator, and is heie referred to in condemna.
tion of polyganiy aud in approvil of mopogamy.” He
iariner states  that  Jesud delivered a disconrse
on mmriage, in which lie ailirmed ibree proposl-
uons:—

Fivat—That marriage (& divine (ratitution.
Serond—That marriage 1s e , a8 indicated by tha
facte that in the begloning God created but one mao and one
wuman ; that in the marr unlon the man and the woman
becnrme ane person ; that the man e to leave bis futher and
hin mother and cleave to his wife,

Thivd-—-That murringe Ia indissoluble, except for one cause.

That Jesus “aifivmed’ the st and third of the
above propositions Is moat certainly true; but that
He “afirued” or even *indloated'’ “that marriage
i monogamouns"” enly ls not susceptible ol proof,
cither divectly or indirectly, from the Divine Record.
That God “at ihe begloning made them male and
femule, " and that He “‘created but one man snd one
wonun'' is no evidenee either for or against polygas
iy existing wmong the deseendants of the first patr.
But It 18 argued by 3

.'rm: OFFONENTS -OF POLYGAMY
ihat the Creator coull enslly have formed several
Wives for Adam; but, inagmuch a8 He only made
one. He showed o preference for mopogamy. As
well might tiey nrgue that as the great Creator dil
ot maks any provisions to prevent the first genera-
tion of the children of Adam from murrying their
own brothers and ststers, thevelove all fafure gene-
rations must be imited in marriage to their own
brothers and sisters. Could not the Creator haye

vented interma rriages among blood relations b
foriing severai pair at ouce Se compaudias the

A e B Moo kot st B o
. Dr, Newiman L 3
clusions of his own lo ;m;l.m ull generations from
Adam mnmb:‘ll ted In marriage to LWleod reia-

%‘m Flcuoe which then e
ting nway one wife wilh-
to mug thelr beastly

- aw of divorce and condsmu
out sumcient guuse b 0

in marrying another.
let ne man

Was approbated of
of ndultery, and his children
were not bastards, but | and blessed of
God, as is sbundantly proved in the divine oracles.
After baving made several unproved assumptions
in the form of uenunciation agalnst polygamy, the
reve doctor aays:—
1 shall now procesd to that (God's law condemas the
union in marriage of than ::vn I
r

L i
!’Mah un‘rlhl uﬂ'lh-lmwnn?'n‘: p‘? 'm,h’en?n.
llsl'l‘ wi o it
a-g:ndn-. xxl., 7 to 11-- tnlﬁ- l‘ man sell his danghter
o, 1} thi pleass nok hor mastar, Wao hi e 1o
.
himaelf, then ubail ho et her b rodosmed: to
strange nation he have uo power,
decelifully with her. And if he have
son, deal with ber after the manner of
he take him aaother wife, ber her raiment an
of marrisge, ho shall not_dim! And if he do nol these
three unto her, then shall she go free without moey."™

Huving quoted the wpmm this revereud divine
supposes the purchuasd lady to stand in the relution
of one betrolhed and not yet married, and that the
mau s still an unmaroed person.  How far this sup-
position {8 founded on truth will appear from tie

ssage [self—+1f ho take him another wife, her food
her raiuieqt and lier duty of mrriage, bé shall not

minish,"

it 18 evident that the words “another wife” do
acknowledge the first lnay as not ouly betrothed, but
a8 actually u lawlul wile, and her *MLity of marriage"
her husband had no r-!ﬁt to dimimnish. I, then, God
recognizes her as o warried wife, and In His own
lunguage so calls her, and &f e a 80 recoznlzes the
second ludy as “another wife" and bestows on her
that title elf, e

GOD GAVE LAWS
which not only sanction the taking of another wife
white the (rst 14 yet Uving, but which glso preseribe
thres dutles which the husband wmust folill to the
first wile, In (uis pasaage neither the husbaud gor
s wives werd condemued a8 criminals anad
ected 1o Aines and penalvies; but both ladies had the
nored titie of wives bestowel upon them by the
reat Divine Lawgiver Iimaclf.  This poriion of
od'ds word, therefore, instepad of condemuning
pui‘vgnm_\'. honova it equally with monogamy.

The next passage relerred to by this eelebrated
divine against poiygamy will be found in Leviicns,
Xvil,, 18, “Neither shalt thon take a wife to her kis-
tor, to vex her, to uncover her nakedoess, beddes
the other i her Jite thine,’  As this passige i its
present rendering does not, esther directly or ludl-
rectly, condemn polygamny, the learned doctor s
obliged 1o sefk in the margin ror ine oplalous of
sowme learned commentators wio, lke himself, are
opposed to polygamy. He Onds that Dr, Edwards
translates the words “a wile to her slster,” “onpe
wife to another.” By thls alteration he makes the
pussuge read, “Thop shalt not ke one wile to
anothier,"  Any lmparidal Hebrew scholar who has
no pecaliar dogma to sustain will doclde at once
that the passage as 1t now stends in Leviicus 18 the
true rendering of the Hebrew, and that the sug-
gosted miterations in the margln are not only fur-
ferchel, but are not true andare nol 1 Keeping wih
the context apnonncing the law of conssugaiaity.

ol mam.z'. by this passage, is Ludlreotly approbated;
for, nnead of denouncing it a8 a crime, and coi-
mending them to refrain from I, the Lord merely
prouibited the hinsband from marrying his wile's sis-
ter during ber itfetaae, but placed no restralnt upon
Dk i regard to

PLURAL MARRIAGES WITH OTHER WOMEN,
not prohibited n the law of conspuguinity revealed
In the preceding part of the chapter, The next law
referred to by Mr. Newmaon 1= in Deuteronomy xxk,
16=17:—“If a man have two wlves, one belovéd and
another bated, and they have borne Lim chiidren,
both the baloved and the hated; and if the tirsiborn
#on be hers that was hated: then iy shall be, whea he
maketh ha sons tonberit that which he hath, that
e may not make the son of e beloved firsthorn
belore the son of the hated, which 18 indeed the firsi-
born: but he shall acknowledge the 2on of the hated
for the Arathorn, Ly given htm & double portion of
all that he haih: for he |4 the begluning of his
atrengih; the right of the firstborn 13 his,” The
reverend doctor supposes thal the two wives re-
ferred 1o in lI.I'IHJ)llBB'IgE miginh have been sucessive
wives, the hated one having been divorced or dead;
and if sueh were (he case ihe man could not be o
polvgamist, Bot as pluraltty of wives had been
sracticed by them from the days of Abralham, he-
'ween fonr and five hundred years, i 8 very evi-

deut that the luw was glven to regulate

THE NUMEROUS FAMILIES OF PULYGAMISTA
then exisiing w Israel,  Indeed, Lhe langoage liseil
conveys the Idea of the simunlianeons exisience of
the two wives: there 14 no referesce fo past nne,
1t does not say, if a man has had two wiyes, that 18,
s hid  chem In snccession; but it says, I & man
have iwo wives,” ciearly referring w their cotem-
porary exlstence with the husband, This, then, 15
anocher additional evidenoe that God gave laws re-
ﬂ::llatlnz the ueagent of property in polygamous
nilied. God bestows the honored title of wives
upon both woinen, and acknowiedges thelr chikdren
as legitimate, and though the hated wife happened
to be Lhe =egond, and the firstborn happened to he
her son, yet ¢ was Lhe legal heir to the double por-
tion of 41l the properiy.  God nowhere thus honors
adulterous conneetions, but ex&areml Maces the
branud of infamy upon bastards, dselaring that “tiey
should not come lnto the congregation of the Lord

wnto the teutn generation.”  (Deut., xxiil.,"3.)

The next passuge adduced by the reverend gente-
munds found in Deatoronomy, Xxv., 5—10.

If brethren dwell together, and one of them die ,and hava
0o child, the wife of 158 dead aball not Marry sithonut neto &
wivanger: her husband’s brother shall 2o in unto her, and
take fier to him to wile, aad perform the duty of A husband's
brother uoto her,  And it saall be that the testborn whicn
she benrsth ahall sncoeed o the nane of ol brother which s
dend, that his oame be not put oot in rnel,  And
If the man lixe not o teke bis brother's wils, thea let
hin brotler's wite go up o the gate, unto ihe elders, and say,
My htsband's brother refuselh (o ralse up unto his brother s
name [n ferael; he wil not perform the duly ol iny busband's

atood women; for we nowhere read that Saul had

more than one wife, whose name was Ahlnoam,
Rispah was o d wile, or, nt hgwnnla-

biue., The woinen of his court are
0 these Davl

w

'wives' In numerons the

(See Genests, iv., 10 and 23; also Deut., xxl.,
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one wife of by
of Nathen were confirmed
racl," who teatified that He
to him, and 4 this as n
B e e S s
to hils ne T, ) TS
Baul's wives into Davld's bosom for pmwoirou.
never would have this a8 a reason why
David ghould not have taken that wiilch did not he-
m%l' to him, and wluch the Lord had not given him.
othwithstanding the snxiety of this learned
doctor to do away with the lorce of this passage It
stands out in bold relief, llke many other passiges
already guoted, as an everlasting testlmony thut
WD 1S THE GREAT AUTHOR .
of hoth polygamy and monogamous marrlazes;
that he oot only commanded, ander certain clreums
#'ances, 4 plurality of wives, but denominates them
a8 8 ml‘: llrmm Il.‘uh g\:ut;gm HrhNagm mrttwh\;
Blatesd that uteronomy xvii, 17, po;yt:lmy
positively forbldden by Moses:—'Nelther shall he
(the king) multiply wives to ilmself, that his heart
urn not away.' " |
This 13 pupposed by Mr. Newman to limit the
(ulnmm Israel to one wife. If he had read
the pr ng verse he would have found aoother
ecommand of u very slinllar nature, or, a! leaah in
Iunguage vau' plmilar,” The Lord sald, “The King
shall not multiply horses to himsel,” Dues this
me i that the must not have mor2 than one
horss? Does |0 mean that o plurality of horses, llke
& plorality of wives, would be wicked ind o violation
ul’p the law of Godt Is Mr. Newman prepared to
negert and malntain that the King 18 limited by thus
W to one horsey Is it not
A MORE REASONABLE INTERPRETATION
to sny that the King must not multiply hories and
wives by limeslf in excess, but be saniefled with the
number which the Lord should give him and not
cover his nelghbor's horses or wives ! Man dogs not
multiply to nimeell horses and wives when the Lord
gives tiem, Aud as Me, Newman admits mavriage
to ba o divine Instisution nejther a king nor any ol his
subects could take a wife or wives legally unlesa
they were given to them by the Lord. Thercfore
when avid or Solomon multiplled wives uato him-
g1l froin pmong uations which the Lord had carsed
and amoug whom Israel were forbidden to Inter-
murry he iransgressed the law of God. Buch mar-
ringea were not legal nor divine, But when God
ave hun wives he was nota transgreasor of the
aw.
MH, NEWMAN BRJECTS 10E OBVIOUS MEANING
of P'aul that & bahop mast ve the husband of one
wire—ihat 18, he must be a married man—and takos
the groan | thal polygamises must not be selecied lor
chureh oficials. Buf why should Paul mention these
disquatfieations for ofise If there were no polyga-
mous lsmilles in the Chriatian Chuech? I plovallt
of wives were not permitted fu the Chnstian Churs
to give such & caution ln the selection of offleers
from among the members would be not only absurd
but  positively  ridicualous, What would the
gool ‘Methodists of Massachusetts think it Mr.
Newman should write to them an eplstie to be
carelul in their seleetion of bishops and deacons not
to appoint any church member that oflice who
Wi i polygamist ¢ They would indeed think that the
reverend gentieman had bzeome deranged. They
would say, *Why this eantlon? There are no poly-
gamist members permiited in our Chur:h; eonse-
qrently it 14 unpos3tble for ua to select any such for
the minsiry. € argument of Mr. Newman proves
mode than he tutended: 1t proves most indisputably
that a plurality of wives did exist in thy Christian
Chureh in the first century, Mr, Newman uext ap-

peals to

THE (EN3T8 OFP THE WORLD
@8 to the relative proportisn of males and femalas
that ure born, which e belleves to be gondemnator,
of polygamy. He clearly proves that in the Uniced
Btalea there 1s mn excess of iales born; thas in
Greal Deitain there 18 an exceas of 700,000 females;
that ia France, Austria, Spawn, 1taly and Prussin
there s an exces:s of 1,074,000 I’enm!es. but thinks
that when the soldiers—who nie not numbersd In
the elvil 1ist ju the lust flve European natlons —are
added it will 1o a megsnre equalize the two Spxes,
From these statlstical faels he deawa the lollowing
couclusion:—

Thus nature provides for the nght of each man to one
wife. Bul polygamy violates this right; for IC one man takes
l.w::vu wives then elevan mea are cheated out of their nalural
rights,

This concinslon, nt first sight and without refloec.
tlon, sees @ very plansible one, Bal we mo-t res
member  that 1he equality of males apd females
Wwihich are born s oue thing, and the equelliy of
males aml fomales when they arrive al a marriaze-
able age 13 anotier., From the ages of fliteen to
tulrty years may e considered as toe most gencral
and usial fwnod of marrlage. .Now, whal are the
stuttstical facts as der.ved Irom the censas durlng
this ]fnar. lageabie perlod? Lel the otnsus of 1540
Bpenki—

o]t will be lnteresting to observe how uniformly
the males exeeed the females inlofancy and up to
the age of ubont dftecn years. After passing this
‘nge the ordgr 14 reversed; the females become the
more numerous class, and increasingly so, till at the
oldestmges—Irao) inety upwards—the females ox-
ceed the males lu the railo of Biree to two."? Page
40 United Btates Censusfor 1860.)

In the United States and Territories in 1860 the
excess of marriageable females between the ages of
fificen and twen'y over ihe males was 50,044; in
Upper and Lower Canada, 8,087, Iu Great Brltaln
the excess of Iemales between iifteen and thirty
over the mal qus 20%,70L. 1u V 'rgmng they we{a
nearly eqinl. In Massachusells thé mirriageable
femapies were greatly In excess, bamf over 206,000,
In Pennsylvaniy they were over 23,000 In excess, In
New York Siaie they v ere over 61,000 in excess,

Ir shonld be remembered that these statisties were
taken before the war. In the war a million or ujs=
wards of beave men in the yvery peime of lfe were
Bwept away, leaving an adiditional mibion of surping

ven
He

brother, Then the eldors of his cliy shall call lom and  spesk
uate bim: aod I he stand to 1, and =ay, I ike not o take
her, then shall bis brother's wite eomne unto Lim in the pre-
wener 0f Lhe elders, and loose s shon from ol ki faot, wad
ppit in his face, and shail soswer wnd say, So shiil it be

dispe unte thot mag thet will not bulld ap his Lrother's
Louae, And Lis pame shinll be ealiod tn Isvanl, The houss of
him that hath his shog looged

Ay, Newman advances the following supposition
I regacd 1o tals law:i—rhe object of fhis law was
the preservation of Tamilies apd lamily nhieriiaoce,
But thos law,? contiines he, Ydovs pot sanction or
even oonnded bl palggeny, a8 will appesr from the
following repsons—"phe brcthren dwell together;!

that 15, they bave not yet mavoled and become heada

ol funiies,  This lact ludes il macrled mea
from the obliganiogs of the lw.

From the slimp e raes that the “hrethren dwell to-
grthoo't Mre. Newimian has deawn the swoeeping con-
cluslon that ihey were all timaeried mei, @i e

the Juw was not NHONn Any others,
fact whilclh no one v vkl b gnestlon Ghat one off
THE PECULIARITINS OF IBRAEL
WS Lo Yiiwell togeiher.”  lodeed, 1D was o conunand
of Loeir Divine Lawayer that cadh teibe shoulld re-
celve thelr separate nlieritances and dwell togetlier
fnstowd of penadlong thde tnheritanees and pixing
up el Wosiog @li digitnetions of teibes  Phose trioes
were agaln sabdivided into smalier divisions called
Thiatiles, eaci co tng of Lowilveds and of thoue
Sand« and i so mstinces of teas of tho:and .,
(See Numbers, xxvlt also L Chronlcies, Eern, Nelie-
miah and many other vooks) It wad necessary
that these famlilles, 48 a general costom, shoolil
dwell together that the gencalogies might uol ba
Jost,  Again, these Inrge Funily subdivisioss were
atill Turther divided Into nmuerous branehes dweil-
ing together i) the same region,  Amd each braneh
Were agaln divided anto householdd consistine of
nearer biood re.ntions, such as grandfatiers, fathers,
clitblren,  These most generally had thelr inberi-
tanees side by side In the sate nelghborhosd,  Such
were the ones whom the God of 1stiel aldressed ns
“hrethren dwelling togetier,”  They wess mea, and
not chidren—mnen capabie ol peforming 1he
duries of marriage to the wilows of thelr de-
ceused brethren, that the st born of the remarried
widow might suceecd to the Inheritanes, and thas
preveat the estate from being alivnated to strangers
mother wreat lnmilles In [<rael of a more dizsant
kKin 1t matiered not how large a fam'ly of mar-
ried brothers there might be dwelling together in
tihe sume neighborhood, If they ail bhat one died
chlidivss the surviving hrother would be obiged by
this lnw Lo mma,r nll the widows, for she purpose
of building up fhe house of hlg Lrothers, that thelr
names might not become extines in I=srael and their
inheritances go to strangers,  And so strict was
THIS LAW ENFORCING FOLYGAMY
that the Lord God stixed to it & penally of the most

dceeasad brothers to loose hils shoe and splt upon
Ilm I the presence of all the eiders, and come
manding all [sragl to stigmavze him wilh a name
of everlasing isgrace. With scorn and derlson-his
house was to be ‘‘called in Israel the house of bim
that hath hls shoe loosed.” This was the degrad-
Ing, humiliating peoalty pronounced Ly the God of
Israel upon tie low, wean, selfish wresch whoshonid

refuse to enter into  polygamy 1o preserve
lis  brothers’ names from becoming extinet
in Isracl,  That all might fear the terrible conse-

quences of disobedlence 1o this law, or any other,
the following heart-thrilling dennuciation  was
uitered:;—Cursed be he Lhat coniirineth not all the
words of this law to de them: and all the people
shnil «ay, Amen,” (Deuteronomy, Xxvil, 26,)  What
mon of pr.nmrlo or of nnf fecling of respect tor him-
gelf or his house would dare brave these divine
penaltiea and die under

THE WITHERING CURSE OF JEHOVAR

and all his people? None bub the most atnndoned
and reckless coull refuse to become polygamists
ander such circnmstances. o

Another passage referred to by Dr. Newman reads
aafoliows (11, Samuel, X1k, 8)1—

And T gave thee thy master's house and thy dinster's wives
unte ; and ﬁ“ thes the house of lsruel nad of
Jmh‘;mﬂdnl'{“thﬂ hud too little, I would moreover have

uuh and such things
The doclor Sav8 the term “wives” Qay be uader-

1

It isa |

degrading charncter, commanding (e widows of his :

marrl ble i le4 1o swe.l Ui Tunks of thoss al-
reafly 1o excess, These are stastieal mots which
noue can disprove. What coneiusion sliould bhe drawa
from these data? The very opposite of those stated
by Mr. dewmnn.

THE LAWS OF TRE NATION

and of the Siates and Tervitories shonld be so
framed us o glve theae inlidion hichies a possibility of
obtalnine husbands, A8 1S the monogainle 1aws
of every State have taken away (e naturai 1y ol
woinei.  ‘These cruel laws speak in crushing rones
of thtoder to o mblon Leart-troken, despainng
Tomoales, saving, “You shall have no husbands o
eliwer @ wl comtors you turowmeh ie's ragead Journey.
Yom dhpll be proistied wiii gues and Imprisonment i
you dura (o bo undted fnowodlook with aman alveady
hoaving o wiie,  ¥oa guust live out the foacly,

wretchod e of old mafds,  However miuch you may
desire ths huppine:s of the conjogal state; however
miued you eay deplore gour swl condivien and  the
justice of your conulrys laws, you have ny hope,
for the diviae instieation of Dilde poiyzamy 18 coit
ot from the conesals of 210 nation.”  No prosistions
nLde 1 oour free goveramoent for  these sorvowful
outcusts from the fapialy ecarcle, Under the crasl,
wijust, aud nneonstioutional Inws of our otberwise
Lappy conutry
THLRE 18 NO HOPE OF MARBIAGH
tor hundreds ot thousands of the Ialres sex, uniass
they [orsak: ithe'r enuutey and hunt for habands in
some foreign land wihere males happen to oe i ex-
cesd, or else goek some distant corner of the earih
where the rights of females are respected sand Blhle
puiygalny notyroore L What honest, upright, vir-
tuons fesmales, who undersiand the Bible instiinions
of marcinge, won'd ot infnitely prefer plural mar-
rage with one goxd man and become the mothers
of nappy ehitldron than to live the wretehed lves of
old malds or 1o weller in the fiith of prosttution?
Bupposing theve wasd an Pmu'lltl.LuI marrigeable
males and females In oar natlon, it not a well at-
tesied fact thnt hundreds of tiousamls of males will
nolnarey, wany of whom prefer o gratily the.r
lugts in prosiitationf  Ought our laws, tacreiore, Lo
L 20w ustly framed /s to
UNTEH THE SURPLUB FEMALES
arising from this wicked cause with pe aal cell-
bey?  Stll further, are thers not hundrads of thou-
Batls of males who offer themsclves In marriage so
debauched and dlseasml h};thelr former degrading
hubits thiat they become obaoxions and loathsome
6 Lhe falrer sex * Must the innocent, therefore, Le
comdvmned by onr laws as trrecinlmapie old maids
necause they will not warey these lodthzome mon-
Btord? Why not make provision$ ror sach Lo be
hopor:b.y married to men of respectabiity: For
thie suke of civiiization, for the sake of the ladles of
our couniry,
REPEAL THE MONOOAMIC LAW:
palmed upon s by onr Torelathers, who derived
thein from the barbarie natlonsof Gre 'ce and loie,
Bueh relics of baibarlsm never ought to disgrace the
soll ol our freg amd enligblened republle, We huve
strelelicd out our arms and rescumd the groaning
glave from tha wilp and lash ol his cruel 'gekmas:
ter; we nave restored kim to Jberiy and to all the
winlienable rights of man.  Shatl we not also remem-
ber that there are others a1l In bowdager That tha
fair daughtors of Amerdean citlzens are crushed
auwn by hundreds of thotsands Into the, degrading
conditton of o'd maids, deprived of rights dearer to
them than life itveify Woull it not be moie noble,
more manllke, more Godilke aud more in ace. rd-
?grue with the progressive enlrthtenment of the age
the great men of our nation and our Jearncd
divines to symputhlze with the oppressed indles of
our country—to break the yoke from of their neoks
and lavite them into the family circle, amd take
them by the hand gnd d themm welcoma to the
dignitted and
HOLY TOBITION OF WIVES AND JOYFUL MOTHERS
Let them do tils, and the bles<ings of milllons of
hup;:iv wives2 and children will be ponred out, like
the dews of heaven, upon their heads and upon
thelr generations after thwm.
Next fu order Mr, Newman refers to the anclent
practice Ufm“flwm- He the first instance of
RRmy ed in the Bl 18 in connection with
samech.  And who was Lamech? A descendant of
Cain, and & murderor,  And the murder was

ggmln:lteu in defence of polygamy. Genesis iv.,

Lamach unto him e ¢ ® And
A Y X g
i‘:' & man Lo wmy lﬂ! . yo man Lo wy

‘The reverend dortor continues:—‘This 15 the only
iy recorded in the 8 'l
{hounand yoars a'ter i thsithu-

di
tlon. Does Mr. N
P e bataa murabe wa 4 orime
Saneten 100 '.:ﬁk‘g,&u hrcher. " Caln wa
8 murderer, and he ut ene wife;
m Was & crime, Suoh would be the result
of ‘sudh roa

Another his logle ia tAat there is no
record of any « mous family tor 3
years. In reply,ere say there was no record
MONOZAmMOus toree
Adam to Noah, Does , Newrman suppose tnat
thi4 sllence of the marriage in-
stitution condemns élther monogamic or poly-
gamio form of m next refe
1=

“Idonot hesiials to " Mr. Newman, “that
ag?m was lu no 'ﬂé.: u;hu ure Ll; r:ﬁ

3 i and the tse had
R g Pl g e hal sho Mt nalp
the Lord to kesp His promise, and she induced L]
to her handmal a0 rl. Bul afler
the ovil had been wrought Harsh r?-HHlin. bul threw
ile blame upon Abrabam, saying, ‘My wrong be unon thee,
L Lord judge be! n me and thee.! (Usnesis
xvi,, 6). I nm%tn and now And
a8 n ml.tmmﬂ this view the Lord did not recognize
l‘;.mn:. ln'lum. Tha ."'““H":m
called im ‘the i und yoars alter
God commanded Abrsham to affer Isasc on Mount Moriab,

.l..i‘G:ﬂll sﬂhlj.mh Tols was A
Lud.udorﬁuhhoudunhumm

1 have given thig lengthy quotation lu order more
fully to polni ont the

MISREFPRESENTATIONA OF THE REVEREND DIVINE
In regard 10 Abraham snd his two wivea. He bnas
unblush declared “that Abraham was in no
sunse a polygumist,” and has pretendea so prove his
nasertions by the most gross perversions ol the his-
torienl facts, erui that Sarah realized her &in, und
that both she and Abraham repented. Every reader
of the Bible knows that there are no intimations of
any such thing in that good book. 1t1s true that
BSarah gave her bond (o Abraham 88 his second
wife (Genesls xvl., 6&.—-

& wenl {n unto Hugnr, and she conesived ; and when
she sdw that sho bad I hur mi was desp in
Lier eyes. 5 e

What injustice and ingratitude on the part ol a
bnnuwnmnin or slave! wma sin she committed in
despising her good mistress, who had generously
consented for her husband to take her as o wife!
When Sarah saw that she was unjustiy and wickedly
despi=ed slie compiained to Abrabham aud sald:—
“My wrong be upon thee: I have given my mald
nt) thy bosom, and when she saw that she had con-
celved T was desplsed in her eyes. The Lord judge
between me apd thee,"” But Abramn sall unio Sava)
“gehold thy mald 18 in thy hand; doto her oa i

leaseth thee.” And when Saral dealt hardly with
ger she fled from ber face.  (Verses 5 and 0.)

In all these amlictions and the great wrong whiech
flugar heapod upon heér misiress there was not e
least intimation, either from Saral or Abram, that
they had done wrong in golug luto polygamy. Ab-
FAmM wis appealed to a8 the supreme ruler of the
household, to correct the wrong nnd mete out jus-
tice in belnif of Sarah, the aggrieved party, which
he promptly diu, by deltvering over (he oflender to
her misteess. This dificuity was no ater than
what often hapy mn 0 s famlies, and
had nothing (o do in regard to the alvinity of either
form of marriage. Because the angal, on a certaln
occasion, called Hagar's son “ihe lad" Mr, Newman
supposes that the Lord did pot recognize 1shmaet
as ALran’'s son, But (his sapposition 18 not true.
Hear what the Seriptitrea say :—*‘And God =aid unto
Abrahom, As for Saral thy wife, thou shalt not cail
her name Sarai, but Saralt Ahall her name be; and 1
wiil blesa her, and give thee a son ulso of herM'—
(tien. xvil, 15, 10.) The words, “a son aiso” show
Bhow musi oom:luslvel.{_ thut God recoguized Ishmael
88 Abrahuwn’s son, The expression “the lad' is
applied to Isaac s weil as Ishmoel—(Gen. xxil, b.)
Andl ure, therefore, of no force in support of Mr,
Newman's srgament,

It is true tha the Lord calls [sasc “the only son ",
o1 Abrahum, at the tirue he was required to offer
him up. But as Ishwazl 18 offen caled In tienesis
the son of Abyabam, the expression * thine only
Bol,"" a8 applied 10 Isane, muss mean that he was the
only son 'Sy promise—ilie onky son 1hrongh whose
seed the nations of the earth should be bleased,—
the only 8on through whose lNueage the promised
Messlah should eome,—ibe only son whose seed
should be the legal lawlul inheritors of the promised
land., Beveral years afier the birih ol lshinael he
became very rude, and

MOCKED BIS MOTHER'S MISTRESS,

The great wickene-s of Hagwr, in desplsing 8o
good & woman, and in sulering her son (o do the
mlu?i, Fw, displeased the Lord, and he com-
manded Abraham to hearken 1o the voice of Sarah
and send ber away, Tins was not because the Lord
i ooy fault to find with polygany, but because ho
considered Hugar unworthy L rewain the honorable
position 1o which she had been riised as o polyga-
wous wile, She was noworthy to enjoy the home
and soclety of that most noble and godiike fomily.
Mr. Newman scknowlelges Jacob 10 be a polyga-
mist, but thinks that he went into it unr| ntenu.a‘f 1
that he had not provionsly been converied; thal the
land where he dwelt, in his youth wus a land where
mMouogaimy was the only cuslom ; that the country
b o which Lie tled was & polygamic country ; that he
was decetved into polygamy, & That Jucob wis
converted before he arrived i the country
of Laban 8 evident fvom what 18 vecorded
in the 26th chapter of Genesis, 12th verse:

And he (Jacob) dreamed, nnd behold a lndder set up pn the
eaith, and the fop of ft renched to heaven; and helmlud, #
ool of God sscending and uumutﬂnt on t. And bebold,
the Lord stood above (L uod sajd, 1 sm the Lord God of Abra-
bam, thy futher, and the God of Isanc; the land wherein
1hou leat, to thee will [ give il aad to thy seed; and thy seed
whall be ae the dust of toe earth, and thou shalt spread sbroad
to the west and to ths east and to the north and to the sonth,
and in thee and in thy aced sball sl the (smilles of the earth
be Llessod, And bebiola I am with thes and will koep thes 1n
all places whithar thou goest and will bring thee again into
this land, for 1 will not leave thee umll% bave done that
whieh 1 pave spoken Lo thee of. .

After seeing angels aud the Lord God and obtain-
ing (rom His own mouth such F'.'Uu-[ul.l'd promises he
exciglng, »Surely the Lord is (o this plage, & » =
This 13 none other but the houss of God, and this s
the gate of neaven.' Jacob nuule a most solemn
vow nnto the Lord in that place, I Jacob was not
o couverted man then there never was one. s
fubire Lifo was that of a man of God, -

Up to that tie he was rafsed in

A COUNTRY WIHLDRE FOLYGAMY WAS PRACTISED,
| His  grandiather Abraham aad Ablmelts l, King
of terar, both practiged polygany, the el being
a righteous maa Whom the Lord visited and with
whome He conversed, The Loed wforms this good
King that he Knew bis hoart was fall o infegeity and
nupceney when e aitempled to ke whal N sup-
posel to be Abmalama’s sister, 1o addition to the
Wwives he already bhad.  lostend of eondemning the

veamy of mne King sna denoudelng hun o a
mnial, He appuove ! of s dutegeit.. The place
cOl's patvity, therefre, Wit a countey of pol -
gumy (e, Xxh  Thongh Jacoh was deceived by s
I haran-law in the taiing of Leal, yeb e was uot
decuved 10 nriying bulhah and Zipaly Gids Grd
and lonvth wives,  That these two woumen were al.o
Jacol's wives, and net, &8 some have sild, merely
| voncabines, see ven, XXxvil, @ due reversind doe-
| ror, in s coucludmg remarks, refers to the wicied
acis of sume of the

ANCIENY PROPHETS ANT KINGS,

eepccially those of Dawvid and Solomon, aod o these
grounds UILEmpes L0 eonuent po;ygamy. The sauie
argnment wonld abh coademn  monogainy;  lor

niany good men, propliecs aid aposiles, swho v but
one wiie, oseasionally deparied irom e Lord. Docd
theie adultery and iNecst prove mwonngamy o he a
crviminal form of marrlaget Was the mouogamy of
Lot a crine, because of bis lucest with lis two
danghters? 0 My, Newman's gigument proves

anytlung 1t proves  too  mueh. I the  adul-
tery of David  and  the leentlonsness  of
Sowomon, n taking  siragge  womnen  from’

amuolg the acceursed nations whose daughers they
were wrbidden by the law of God to marny, proves
polygamy to be a crime, thea the adualtery sl ineest
ol gnelen! monogaimsts prove the one wiie sy-tem
to e crimlual,  But aduliery aud lneest are crimes
condemnel by the law of God, wnle monogamy
and polynmy are
PURE, HOLY, DIVINE INSTITUTIONE

of the greal Jelhoval, It Is an cosy matter for rev.
erend genilemen to eal good evil and to plpee tne
institntions of heaven In the same ecatslogne wiih
thie erluies of hell, and tod 10e 1M un Led
terms that whica God apgprobaield .and commanded
in the Bible; but It {8 utteriy beyond thelr power to
prove their wicked denunciations, or even to find
ol passage wideh o the lease degree sastalng their
nnwarranrable assertions, It, doubtless, was ex-
pected Lhat so great o theolofian as the Rev. Dr.
vewman would in his pro.oumd researches be able,
at least, to thud some divine law, some ltein from the
(l]j“?uc oriacles, to prove plarality of wives a crime,
u

HE A3 UTTERLY FAILED.

Rible polygamy ehines forth in ail 1ts heaveuly
parity, unshaken, uunscathed, untarnished, resting
“Pm o foundation deep and broad—tite foundatton
of the everin:ting word of Jehovah.

Up to this point I have atrictly Lmited mysell to
the dSeriptores guoted and the arguments adduged
by this ceiebrated theologian, have purposely
avolded launching fori 1to the wide fiela
of Scriptural  testimony in  favor of this
great  divine  institunion, Such  evidences
and argoments  have al ¥ - been  adduced
and extensively deveioped by many emiunent Pro-
testant divines and wrilers of the last thred cen-
turies, among which I vefer you tothe joint epiite
of Martin Luther and seyen other promunent divines
of the sixieenth century, written “To the Most
Berene Prince and Lord Pillip, Lan ve of e
(sce ‘‘Variations of Protesiant Churches,”” vol 1,
pagea 242 and 258, Also Rey, Martin Madan's great
work inthreg volnmes called "'rhely{;ht.norn." in
support of polygamy, prinied In the last cenhny.
Also n late Treaiise by an emlnent writer in Massa-
gml}elnl.n entitled “Polygamy and Monogamy.') In

ply to

MR. NEWMAN'S UNJUST ATTACK

— et

I8 repreaoutel in the New fament s peing 8
Worihy, goduke woman, a8 o lovely model
giter whom all Chrisiian women should ‘pat.erts
Raohel and Lbsh wore also exanples of tlghtoons.
ness, womon diled with talth, hoiding esmwunlon
wiith God, aud enjoying the Spirit of revelation wnd
propheey, o those days DAVPDIEAR WAR 0O/

it great reproach, and was often infllcted upon wo-
men as o clsstsement from Whe Lord; but whem
thoy repented pod becatme obediont the amliot.on
was taken away. Loeah bore children, RBucuel was
barren. She thorefore said to Jasovi--

Hehold my mald Bilbah, go in T::h:; and she abhall boar

n my knoes, that 1 may aiso have chiliren by ber, And
Wmmﬁ and b:r’t Jucob w son, (Gonesis xxx.,
The Lord restrained Leah from bearing untll ane
would follow the rlﬁ;mu example of her slster,
“When Leah saw that she hal left she ok
zﬂw mald, and gave Jucob to w And 7~
EI{ld 's muld, bare Jacob a son," (Genesls XxX.,

L) M God bless Rachel and for these
acta? Let the LDEWer:—

God Rachal, hor and
Wnu-mm she wu‘::l'i'ﬁ und o 80R; ﬁ
.,...."‘P.‘L‘“u“-'m e’ Lobd mh' a\d mea hiee
son, -(lu:nim.. ) ol
“E“ lfho seveuteenth and eighiteenth vepdes I¢

And
g R Ty gy g g g
m:xam.m I have given my muiden to my bus-

In o like manner God restrained Sarah fram bear-
Ing until she gave Hugar to Abraham, afier whaich
He blessea boﬁ'wlmvmhammh. God Was 8o

well pleased with their <BWY that he wrought
these three special miracles o conformation of the
divine Lostituton:—

1¥ POLYGAMY WERE A CRIMNE

how remarkably strange is the language, “'God Imth
given me mny hire, because 1 have given my mailen
o my husband." whe?n!gnsar fied from house
of Abralimn she Was met by an m_lgel. who com-
manded her to retara to her home. Tils may seou
very strange to the 4 of polygumy, that a
gglykamw woman should be vis by kn angel nnd

commanded to return to ber polygamlc hume,
Instead of répro

lher for enlering 1nlo polygamy,
rﬁg.ulnng her
her back n

and encelurth to keep awiy (rom i

he sel to her polygamous husband

mistress, paylng, *'1 will muitiply t

ingly, thai il shall not be numbered

On another occaslon the 1 of the Lord told her

that her son Ishmael should become ‘s groat na-

tton,” “God was with the lad," and he begor twelve

princes, Al these facts, and ioany olthers too

numerous to mention, show most conglusively thas
GOD WAS WELL FLEASED

with the polygamio form of and with the

ultery wus pgg—

offspring tl begotien, While
. ﬁn aod children begotten out of w

or multiluae,”

18
Ished with death,
lock branded with Infamy to the tanil geaoral
pol{gnmuh and their ohildren were highly honor

of the Lord, The cllid of David begotlen unlaw-
mll[s by Uriah's wife was smitten with death, ac-
cording to the word of the Lord, through Nathan, tne
prophet, But after Urlah’s death, when David macried
the same woman lawiully, the word of the Lood
came unto him saying, “Behold o son shall be borw
to thee who aliall be & man of rest, sud I will give
nim rest froms all s enemies round about; for his
name shall be Solomon, and 1 will give peace and
quictness unto lsruel in bis days.  be shall biild »
house for my name, and he shall be son, and §
will be his father; and I will establish the throne of
his kingdom over lsrael for ever (I Ulronicies

Xxil., 9, 10.)
WHAT A DISTINCTION
the Lord makes belween a bastacd and o polygamist
sou—both born unwo David of the sume Woinii
One He smites with death, the other e appoinis be-
fore hus urth to bulld the Loni’s honse and o be
raised to the tiroue of Israel,
and Iwiilbe his Iather.” To this same Selomon
the Lord appeared twie:, and heard his prayer at
the dedlcation of the holy tempie, and soni down
fire from heaven to consume the sacrifice. Thus did
He honor this polignmm king above all men.
Awong ol Israel whom dld the Lord select o re-
deem these from the hand of the Midianites? Not &
monogamiss, but Gldeon, w man of many wives, who
bad po less than seventy-one suns. By (um He
wrought stupendons miracles, and WwWith only 300
men put to fight the numerous hosts of Midisn. [e
it was whom toe ang-l saluted as
YA MIGHTY MAN OF GoD."

When Israel through wickedness had been without
& revelator and without any open vision [or many
years, whom djd the Lord send 10 LY them up, to be
A great prophet smong lhem? The ltlie child
Bamuel, the son of & polygamist wWoman, who ob-
tained him lo suswer to her prayers. In the laiter
days, when COhristlan women 1n Zion become more
numerous than the maies, and have no chance of
ALY in single pairs, what will they do to take
away their reproachr seven women will beg and

leud with ops man to take them as wives, promis-

ng to eat thetr own bread nud wear their own sp-
rel, It he will only consent for them to be called

y Wis name, *In that day the branch of the Lord
will be beantlful and glorions'’ (1saiah |v.), and every
dweling of Mount Zion be lighied up with tue glory
of Gopd—*with & cloud sl smoke by day, and the
shining of a faming fire by night,” Then wlil be the
time when polygauly will be hooored, as God honored
it 0 times dwolu. Then i1 bz the time predicted
Ly our Saviour, when will come {rom the east,
west, north and south to At down with the poly-
gamists Abraham, Isase and Jacoh in the kKingdom
of God, while those who profezs to be the chiidren
of the Kingdom, but despise ygauy, will be cast
out, In Abrahsm's bosom they Wil have no pro-
toction. Then

TIE HYAVENLY JERTSALEM
will be a Pol,rgnmt-at city, on whose ?'aneu or costly
pearls will be emblazoned 1 ‘words of celestial ligh
the names of the twelve sons t
Jucob, Sacl will be the clvilization of the future,

Our govermment was wisely Instituted for the
common protection of the people—to protect the
weak afmunn the strong—to protect sl in the enjoy-
mueut of elvil, polltical and retlgions rights—to
late ngainst crime and punish the same. If crime be
emuraced within the religlous creed of uny sect It l4
just anid right that such criminal practices should be

punished.
BUT I8 IT RIGHT OR JUST,
or in accordance with our free ifstitutls to pun-
ish a Mtglou.a soclety for embracing in thelr reli
glous falth a nol{uu:l divine institution, belleved in
and praciised by the most of men—hy Inapired
prophers aod revelators, wnose sacred writings are
revered by, all Coristian nations—an  institullon
establishea 1n the divine oracles by divine ocom-
mand, regnlated by dlvine law, acknowledged by
angels and conflvmed by miraciest Lhe Bible is the
Brent :
BTANDARD OF MORALS.

In 1t the great crimes against God and againat so-
elory ure c:eu.—l¥ named apd deinouneed, 1t 18 the
acknowl dged loundation on which cvilized nations
bave erceted the grand superstructure of ¢riminal
law for the universil protection of soclewy. 1If
heathenlsh rellgion should fnd Hs way Inlo our
land aud shouid demand that a widow uust be
ottcied on the tunorad pile of her Lusband, our laws,
anpporied by this divine standard, would speak n
toaes of thutider agatnse it, saythg, “ihou shait not
kill,” e thae Kdlesh shall die,”  If under the
protended gach of rellgon marrlyge should be
dbolished and an Indissiiminme mtercourse of the
sexes suouid be ineuleated, the volee of legisiadon,
sustatned by the divine code, should speak Lo thrilling
toues of terror 10 such logthsome wretches, saying,
“Thou shalt not comandt adalery.” U thett, or in-
fantieite or any other erime denounced in tne divine
Inw were ineorporaten in a relzions creed and prac.
tised nnder the sa ced name of rebglon the laws of
our counlry should be stnetly enforced ngalnst them
aud the ofenders be pumshed, Buat becanse the
peapls have wiscly enwrdasted these  great safe-
guarls of the peace and good order of suclety in
ihe bands of “tnewe representatives amd Jegisiators,
ought they to beirsy that shered Wost ¢ Ought Lhey
to leglslare against any religious doctring or institu-
tion sanetioned by the Bible? I the sacred instita-
L oi of oue lorin of Bivie wirriage can, by legislative
engctment, be denounced cruninal and ullerly
abolsied what assprance bave we (it the other
forin way not evestualiy shore the same jals?

WIIAT ASSURANCE HAVE WE

that bapil<m, the Lord's Supper or any other divine
right wiil uot be denonneed by some Intare leglsia-
tion s criminal aud those wuo practice them be
fued and fmprisoned 10g 8o dolngy  Our only saiety
810 legislnie within the limita of the constitation,
and not distorh the religious views and proctices of
any people 8o loiug a8 they do not vielute any kuown
law contained In the Divine oracles,

Marriage 14 admitted by all Christian nations to
e a divine lnsdtutlon, aud, as such, all Christian
and Jewlsh secis should have the privilege of pre-
ser bing 18 ceremonles and forms in sccordai
willl thelr own religions views, To appoiut ey
wilicers, who may be inflidels, to adwinister a divine
orlinunee to churel members 18 not only ridiculons,
but o grosa violation of sacred religlons rignte, I
such laws were to be enforced In Utah 1t would be
@ |mm1§nt 10 the uiter abolshment of marriage 8o
far as the

GREAT OHRISTIAN CHURCH IN OUR TERRITORY
15 concerned. Oar young genilemen and ladies
conld not look upon marriages celebrated by govern-
ment oMuiuls, who possibly might be atheists, as
unything but adnlrerous untons; and rather than com-
mit 80 great o orime they woulkl be compeiled by a
Just regurd for thelr own lionor to absialn rom mar-
naze altogether, Our faith, onr respect for the word
of God would not permit us to recelve these holy and
divige ordinances from any but those whoiu we be-
lzve to be divinely appointed.

Hy the census ol 1860 our murrfageable females ex-
cecided the maies hy several hundreds. And we now
believe, through faets gathered from our emigration
lists and other rellable sources, that thie surpins
female population of our Territory of a marnagea-
ble age excecds that of the males LY maany thou-
sands,

THESE SUNPLUS FEMALES

have emigrated heére because of their pecullar rell-

ious views. They are unwilling to leave the Terri-
Forl 1o seck husbunds clsewhere. No carthly con-
glderation could persunde them 10 marry outside of
the Church of which they are members, Such mar-
ringes, theﬂcongtdnl‘. would be equivalent 1o n e
ninl of their faltl. and, they belleve, would greaily
endanger ibeir #alvation. Mave not these Women
the nataral Instinets of their sex? Do they not de-
gire o become honorable wives nnd joyfol molhera
of childrent Would they not infinitely prefer a
plural furin of marriage than to have no husbands
atall? Why, tien, snouid speclal leglalation be ex-
tended over Utah to prevent thousands of ludiva
from participating in the enjoyment of Seriptural
moirimony, to deprive them of the family clrclea
upd homes of their cholea ¥

1 CANNOT, I WILL NOT BELIEVE,

until T am compelled so to do, tuat ihe great and
lnstrions statesinen of our renowned repubilte will
e 80 ungenervus, so un<ympalilging to American
lalles a4 to deny them their natural, civil and re-

-
upon Barah in giving her bondmald to her hushand,
I will refer 1o hersplety and the high estoem In wilch
| Bhe was held by the Apostolie Ohgistiwn Qlurel. Sue |

ligions n&htﬂ. and condemn them to perpetaal ool
DGy Qurs, most reapectiully,
OUSON PRATT, S8

secd excoed- -

“He shall be my son




